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There is so much to say on this topic, | don’t know where to start. Let me begin by quoting Kendi directly: 


Some White colonizers “adopted” Black children. They “civilized” these “savage” children in the 
“superior” ways of White people, while using them as props in their lifelong pictures of denial, while 
cutting the biological parents of these children out of the picture of humanity. And whether this is 
Barrett or not is not the point. It is a belief too many White people have: if they have or adopt a child of 
color, then they can’t be racist. I’m challenging the idea that White parents of kids of color are 
inherently “not racist” and the bots completely change what I’m saying to “White parents of kids of color 
are inherently racist.” 


| completely agree with what is going on here and so does Richard Spencer, who then got attacked by fake 
“traditional Catholics”. One remarked that it says very little good about your view of race if Spencer is 
approving your message. These conservatives have one foot in both camps, as Kendi explains: 
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And the White savior idea informs what | call “savior theology.” That the job of the Christian is to save 
all those backward, savage, lowly humans. Thank God | learned liberation theology. That the job of the 
Christian is to liberate oppressed peoples from their oppression. And savior theology informs racism. 
And liberation theology informs antiracism. Are we trying to save people from their own inferiority? Or, 
are we trying liberate people from oppressive power and policy? In the Christianity that | know, Jesus 
was a revolutionary. Whether we are thinking about this from a religious or secular perspective, the 
question remains the same: What or who is the cause of group inequality? Inferiority of certain groups? 
Or, the systems and structures and policies and powers that’s oppressing them? 


| don’t know if Kendi would ever want to, but | think we could be friends. Even though he has a different 
agenda, his thinking is so spot on here. Let’s break it down. What he is saying is that the old Christianity 
(especially Catholicism) of before modern times was one of converting the savage pagan in a far away land. 
All of these missionaries were White European men and the “people” they wanted to convert were all non- 
whites with zero civilization. When these missionaries and subsequent European colonizers went into Africa 
and the New World, the natives had no written languages, lived in their own feces and didn’t even know what 
the wheel was. Keep in mind, if we concede the out of Africa theory that human life started in Africa, that 
means blacks were the first humans on planet earth. Apparently, the evolution of peoples is not based on 
time. 


Kendi then explains that this is the old, bigoted Christianity. Liberation theology, of which the current antipope 
Bergoglio was a student, has destroyed Christianity and particularly Catholicism since it has been adopted 
by the elites and masses. Keep in mind, the Catholic population in America would most likely have 
surpassed the protestant one given the trajectory of births even as late as the 1970s. Thanks to modernism 
and the liberalization of the Church in Vatican II, the simple reality in the pews has been devastating. Parish 
life, conversions, sacramental life, birth rates and vocations have all plummeted, meanwhile the median age 
is older than ever, funerals are more common than weddings or baptisms and apostasies are at an all time 
high. And yet liberation theology and modernism, that is the updating of Christianity to fit the modern world 
was promised as the “New Springtime”; we were sold it as that which would bring about the greatest renewal 
of Christian life. In fact, it has done the opposite. 


This is where we get the fusion of Marxism and Christianity. This can be seen in the writings of many 
Catholic and Christian thinkers in the 1800 and 1900s, many of whom were censored at the time. Their ideas 
live on. Jesus was not a revolutionary, he said that he did not come to abolish the Law and the Prophets, but 
to fulfill them. That is the purpose of Christianity: it is a fulfillment of the promise made to Abraham in the Old 
Testament, to provide a way of salvation to all peoples. Where does inequality, oppression and group 
inferiorities fall in this? 


The entire history of Christianity until very recently was one of Europe. If you were to do a history of Europe 
for the last 2,000 years, it would be a history of Christianity; if you did a history of Christianity for the past 
2,000 years, it would be a history of Europe. In other words, the history of Christianity and Europe are one 
and the same. If you did a history of European peoples before Christianity, the greatness and beauty of it 
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would be the same as in the A.D. period. So, for those who say that Christianity or the Catholic Church built 
Europe, they are wrong: it is because White Europeans adopted Christianity that it became great. There is 
not Westminster abbey or Sistine Chapel in Africa. 


The fact that Africans or Asians or other peoples never really took to Christianity is a sign that there is a 
natural hierarchy among the races. Hispanics are an exception since most are descendants of the Catholic 
Spanish colonists, since Hispanic vis a vis Latin/ South America is a mixed-race population of 
indigenous/Spanish European blood. When Kendi asks if the inferiority of groups or systems of oppression 
are to blame for the inequality of groups, you will notice he mysteriously leaves the question open to the 
reader, even though we all know what his answer would be. However, we can disregard the cliché he would 
give. It is very easy to ascertain the answer to the reason for inequality among racial groups. How? 


Well, it is very simple. Ask yourself this question: when each racial group is left to themselves and is allowed 
to do as it pleases unmolested without the presence of any other racial group, what is produced? In other 
words, when left to themselves and unhampered, what kind of societies do the various racial groups create? 
When Africans live in their own countries and continents away from all other groups without any help or 
hindrance, what kind of countries are created? What about Asians? Or Whites? Or Jews? With this simple 
question, we have removed the most important variable in Kendi’s argument: the possibility of out-group 
oppression. If Africans are left to themselves there is no way to argue that there is a system of racist 
oppression. Do you know see how the argument that Kendi is making falls flat when examined? We know 
how the various racial groups operate when left to themselves. With this historical data alone, we can say 
definitively that White Europeans are superior in every way to every other racial group. We create the nicest, 
most peaceful, most prosperous, most beautiful, most moral societies. 


Getting back to the adoption question, Kendi is making an argument that is properly trad. What | mean is 
that, even though missionaries in the old days had a Savior attitude, it is also true that they would never have 
advocated that the indigenous peoples be allowed to move to Europe. In other words, they actually had in 
their minds the idea that if we just teach the savage to behave, and then leave him be, all will be well. 
Obviously, this is futile, unless your aim is supernatural, which is a whole other topic. One person remarked 
that the left is now attacked adoption as such, which is prove once more that conservatives can’t or simply 
won't do nuance. Kendi is clearly pointing out the problem of trans-racial adoptions, which | agree with. 
Notice is doesn’t argue against such adoptions, but only points out their problematic nature. If they are so 
inherently problematic, why not argue against them? This is perhaps where Kendi and | would diverge (one 
of many). And that is that it is never okay for White parents to force diversity on their kids by subjecting them 
to the dangerous situation of sharing the same roof as violent non-white children. 


To answer this question, it is necessary to get into the minds of liberals and their out-group obsession with 
POCs. It is fascinating to me that there are people like Kendi who point out that the White adoptive parents 
of black kids are not thereby not racist or antiracist, only to have conservatives clutch their pearls and liberals 
fain their love for people of color. Why is it fascinating? Because both groups are proving themselves to have 
the very White savior complex Kendi is attempting to call attention to. For conservatives, the line seems to 
be that we can’t be racist because we have black kids, even though many black kids with White parents 
disagree. With liberals, they are offended that they could be heretics before the altar of diversity and attempt 
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to flagellate themselves in their protestation that they have done sooo much to be antiracist. What is lacking 
in both cases is humility. Why? Because both groups agree with the underlying assumption of Kendi: that 
racism is bad and it needs getting rid of. But neither is willing to critically examine how they are contributing 
to a problem Kendi brilliantly lays out. 


You may be asking yourself why | am agreeing with Kendi. It’s because if you assume racism is bad, then 
both sides are wrong. But you will notice is that the underlying assumption that racism is wrong is not 
challenged by anyone here. Why is it wrong to despise a group that is in competition with your group for 
resources, such as power? Why is it wrong to take your own side? White people, it’s time we take our own 
side. | will leave you with this thought experiment: imagine if China was encouraging their citizens to adopt 
White babies from America! 
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